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PER CURI AM
Shawn Di ckson, a Maryland inmate, appeals the order of the
district court dismssing his petition for habeas corpus relief

brought pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 2254 (1994), anended by Antiter-

rorismand Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-
132, 110 Stat. 1214. The district court dism ssed D ckson's cl ai nms
as to his Montgonery County convictions onthe nerits and di sm ssed
W t hout prejudice Dickson's clainms regarding his Prince George's
County convictions so that he may file a separate 8 2254 petition.
We affirmon the nodified grounds that Dickson failed to exhaust
his state renedi es.

A prisoner petitioning for federal habeas relief nust first
present his clains to state courts and exhaust all avail abl e rene-
dies. 28 U.S.C. § 2254 (b), (c). Dickson's petition reveals that he
failed to exhaust his avail able state court renedi es in Maryl and.
See Maryl and Uni f or m Post - Convi cti on Procedure Act, Ml. Ann. Code
art. 27, 8 645A (1992). We therefore grant a certificate of appeal -
ability and nodify the judgnent toreflect di sm ssal w thout preju-
dice for failure to exhaust state renedi es and affirmthe judgnent
as nodi fied. We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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